NATURAL  VERSUS  SUPERNATURAL

tion no longer divorces its faith from its reason, no
longer rests in the idea of a dualism in creation, or
of opposition between (Jod and the world, and can-
not feel at ease until its religious belief is in har-
mony with its natural knowledge. The two must
not be at war. What we hope for, what we aspire
to, must be consistent with what we know. Faith
and science must, indeed, go hand in hand. The
conception of religion as a miraculous scheme for
man's redemption interpolated into history, God's
original design \vilh reference to man having mis-
carried, is entirely undermined and overthrown by
the perception of the unity and consistency of crea-
tion as revealed by science.

Who does not see lhat it adds vastly to the credi-
bility of a doctrine or theory to find that it fits in
with oilier things, that it is not an exception or an
isolated circumstance, but is in a line with facts
and principles of the truth of which we are already
assured? Suppose the theory of Christianity, as
popularly held, had something like the breadth of
application, or the name warrant and basis in the
constitution of things as has, say, the theory of evo-
lution or the* doctrine of the conservation of energy;
or suppose the dogma of vicarious atonement pleased
the mind and harmonized with our sense of the fit-
neHH of creation like the modern doctrine of embryo-
logy, namely, that embryology in a repetition of past
history, that every animal m its development fromacred and pre-
